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Dear Paul, 


now 


As you by/know, I am seriously disturbed by your paper with, 
and Olson, both of whom ha vs done the most dubious work in this field, 
they know so little. Not the least of my perturbation is that this is 
another corruption and misuse of what is called "science", a companion 
Sprague misuse of " computer” as s msgie word. 

I have seen enough of Alvarez’ letter to understand lie is m 
man, to the point where I am ready to believe that in "science", to him 
law unto himself, an oracle, s man of perfection whose opinions become 
virtue of the fact that they his opinions. 


Alvarez 
of Tfcich 
but 

to the 


arrogant 
, heis a 
ft ct by 


If I have s less exelted opinion of him, i hope you will tolerate it. 


My purpose in writing is to ask thatfyou put me in a position to do 
what it would, seem to me a genuine dedication to science and unquestioned faith 
in nis own beliefs would have led him to do, have an independent assessment made 
by scientists not the creature of his own misconceptions. 


To tnis end I would appreciate a minimum of two copies of the paper 
itself. Unless you have made them in sets, I think little purpose is served by 
the xeroxes of the pictures, for thqr ereo to me at least, too indistinct. And 
I cannot ask you for the more expensive pictures. Bowem r, ss I tnink 1 indicated, 
I’d like to be able to borrow some, especially those you took of the gelatin- 
filled balloons. Had these pictures been enlarged enough to begin with, I suspect 
a xerox of toem would be sufficiently clear. 


I will send thes:e copies to scientists of my own selection and, as 
soon as hear from them, will send you tneir comments. If you can spar3 me more 
copies, I will ask a wider selection of scientists. 

Hera also I record my surprise that having been an undergraudate 
with police-science experience, Don didn’t consult any of those under whom he 
studied. fchile tneir opinions may not have been the last word, I tnink it net an 
unfair inference tneir approval was not anticipated, You may recall the disagree- 
ments between the 2TBI end independent experts on some evidence in this case. Your 
course, of circulating copies for comment, is tne proper one. I hope the comment 
you get will be considered with care. And I also hope it is more than a gesture, 

I doubt tne idea originated with Alvarez, which also makes me doubt his willingness 
to heed opinions other than his own, 

I still cannot associate you and that monster, which can hardly be 
called a ’’test" or "science", not even by Dali. 


Sincerely, 


•fiarold Weisberg 



